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The master responses provided in Section II.2, Master Responses, MR-1 through MR-8,

address similar comments received from multiple commenters on the Draft

Supplemental EIR and, therefore, many individual responses to comments refer back to

the master responses. These Master Responses are:

• MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary Action

• MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope

• MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR

• MR-4, Piecemealing

• MR-5, Diffuser Entrainment Mortality and Species Affected

• MR-6, Marine Protected Areas

• MR-7, Cumulative Impacts

• MR-8, Alternatives
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II.4.1 Comment Set A1: City of Huntington Beach Department of Community

Development

A1-1

A1-2

A1-3
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT SET A1: HUNTINGTON BEACH DEPARTMENT OF

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

A1-1 In its June 26, 2017, comments on the Draft Supplemental EIR, Poseidon

submitted a change to its California State Lands Commission

(Commission or CSLC) lease amendment application to include a new

Applicant Proposed Measure-8 (APM-8): Composition and Maintenance of

Wedgewire Screens. Pursuant to APM-8: (1) the composition of the

screens shall be stainless steel (unless Poseidon demonstrates to the

satisfaction of Commission, Water Boards, and Coastal Commission staffs

that use of copper-nickel alloy screens would not result in chemical

leaching in excess of California Ocean Plan Water Quality Objectives for

Protection of Marine Life); and (2) the screens shall be maintained through

boat-based air-burst cleaning methods. Cleaning is intended to prevent

any obstruction to the intake due to biofouling and is estimated to occur

every other month. No mitigation for cleaning copper debris is required

since copper would not be present (no impact) or would have been

demonstrated to have no or less than significant impacts.

A1-2 Pursuant to APM-3, Poseidon shall prepare and submit to Commission
staff for approval a Spill Prevention and Response Plan that among other

details will include the designation of the on-site person with responsibility

for implementing the Plan (5th bullet) and a “telephone contact list” of

regulatory and trustee agencies (last bullet). One or more 24-hour

emergency phone numbers will be provided as part of the Plan.

A1-3 The intake/outfall locations will be the existing locations of the

intake/outfall pipeline towers currently used by the Huntington Beach

Generating Station Once-Through Cooling system (see locations on the

back of the front cover of the Supplemental EIR and reproduced for

convenience below).

Latitude Longitude

End of Intake Pipeline N 33° 38' 39" W 117° 58' 43"
End of Outfall Pipeline N 33° 38' 38" W 117° 58' 44”



Part II – Responses to Comments

October 2017 Final Supplemental EIR – PRC 1980.1 Lease Amendment
Page II-70 Poseidon Seawater Desalination at Huntington Beach Project

II.4.2 Comment Set A2: City of Huntington Beach Environmental Board

A2-1

A2-2

A2-3
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COMMENT SET A2: HUNTINGTON BEACH ENVIRONMENTAL BOARD (cont.)

A2-4

A2-5
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A2-7

A2-8
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COMMENT SET A2: HUNTINGTON BEACH ENVIRONMENTAL BOARD (cont.)
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COMMENT SET A2: HUNTINGTON BEACH ENVIRONMENTAL BOARD (cont.)

RESPONSE TO COMMENT SET A2:

HUNTINGTON BEACH ENVIRONMENTAL BOARD

A2-1 These are introductory statements that do not raise significant

environmental issues.

A2-2 The California State Lands Commission (Commission or CSLC) stands by

its determination, provided in Supplemental EIR Section 1.4, Purpose and

Scope of Supplemental EIR, that the proper scope for the Lease

Modification Project is that provided in Poseidon’s lease amendment

application and described in Supplemental EIR Section 2, Project

Description, that preparation of a Supplemental EIR is appropriate for

evaluation of the potential significant impacts associated with the Lease

Modification Project, and that a new complete review of the 50 MGD HB

Desalination Plant Project approved in 2010 does not consider the

extensive environmental review that has already occurred, the Applicant’s

vested rights, the characteristics of the proposed modifications, and other

considerations. See master responses MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s

Discretionary Action, MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope, and MR-3,

Responsible vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental vs. Subsequent EIR.

A2-3 As discussed in master response MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s

Discretionary Action, any Commission discretionary action taken on the

Lease Modification Project would not affect the 2010 approval by the City

of Huntington Beach (City) for the onshore Huntington Beach Desalination

Plant Project. Decisions regarding how desalinated water in Orange

County may be used and distributed onshore must be appropriately made

by the City or Orange County Water District (OCWD). As discussed in

master response MR-3, Responsible vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental vs.

Subsequent EIR, the OCWD has reiterated that it “has not reached any

conclusions or made any decisions regarding how desalinated [water]
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could be used by the District and distributed to the local water community,

so no specific conveyance and utilization option has been formally

selected.” (Letter from Michael R. Markus, General Manager, to The

Honorable Gavin Newsom, State Lands Commission, September 8,

2017.) Therefore, potential changes in the distribution of desalinated water

onshore or commingling with treated water are speculative at this time and

are not germane to the offshore Lease Modification Project before the

Commission.

A2-4 See responses A2-2 and A2-3 above and master response MR-3,

Responsible vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental vs. Subsequent EIR),

regarding project need.

A2-5 See responses A2-2 and A2-3 above and master response MR-3,

Responsible vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental vs. Subsequent EIR),

regarding project need.

A2-6 See master response MR-7, Cumulative Impacts.

A2-7 In this comment, the Board provides a general statement that much of the

discussion of “potential impacts from the proposed project and potential

mitigation measures” is speculative and so future project impacts are

difficult to assess. However, no specific examples to support this

statement are provided. Potential impacts of the Lease Modification

Project (as defined in Section 1.4, Purpose and Scope of Supplemental

EIR) are identified and analyzed throughout Section 4, Environmental

Setting and Impact Analysis, of the Supplemental EIR. As noted in master

response, MR-3, Responsible vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental vs.

Subsequent EIR, potential future impacts that may be related to the

distribution of desalinated water from the onshore Huntington Beach

Desalination Plant Project approved by the City of Huntington Beach in

2010 are speculative at this time; however, these impacts are not

germane to the offshore Lease Modification Project before the

Commission. See also responses A2-2 and A2-3 above and master

responses MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary Action, and

MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope.

A2-8 Prior to the Commission staff’s finding Poseidon’s lease amendment

application to be complete, Commission engineering staff reviewed the

Alden (2017a, 2017b) reports on the outfall pipeline discussed in

Supplemental EIR Section 2.4.4.1, Structural Integrity of Outfall Pipeline,

that indicate the proposed diffuser would operate within the design

parameters of the pipeline. Based on the current inspection results, no

defects to the outfall pipeline have been identified. Commission
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Engineering staff will also review and must approve the required Pipeline

Integrity Assessment Inspection and Report (Applicant Proposed Lease

Condition [APLC]-1) immediately prior to installation of any diffuser on the

outfall; any inspection that occurs now may be outdated by the time, or if,

the Lease Modification Project receives all its required permits (7 years

have already passed since the Commission authorized the use of the

outfall pipeline for desalination operations in 2010). Contingency planning

for outfall pipeline defects that may be identified in the future is beyond the

scope of the Supplemental EIR. Should the outfall pipeline need to be

repaired or replaced in the future, potential impacts of the remedial action

may require separate environmental review under CEQA depending on

the scope of any repairs or if any discretionary permit is needed for such

action.

A2-9 See Response to Comment A2-8 regarding assessing the potential

environmental impacts of future outfall pipeline repair or replacement, if

needed should the approved Huntington Beach Desalination Plant Project

outlive the piping system.

A2-10 Estimated numbers of fish larvae that would be entrained per day by the
proposed screened intake are presented in Supplemental EIR Table 4.1-6,

Impingement/Entrainment Comparison. As explained in Supplemental EIR

Section 1.4.1, CSLC 2010 Approval and Rationale for Supplemental EIR,

“the CSLC is evaluating the incremental effects associated with the

proposed Lease Modification Project when evaluating whether such modi-

fications to the approved 2010 Project would result in any significant envi-

ronmental impacts.” As such, impacts are identified by comparing changes

to the environment caused by Poseidon’s proposed Lease Modification

Project activities with the environmental conditions associated with the

offshore portions of the intake and discharge facilities analyzed in the

2010 FSEIR. Where the Table 4.1-6 estimates are equal to those

analyzed in the 2010 FSEIR (as is the case with co-located intake), the

2010 FSEIR analysis, incorporated by reference in the Supplemental EIR,

is relied on to describe impacts. Where these estimates have changed

since 2010 (as is the case with the reduction in entrainment for stand-

alone intake), the comparative impacts are described under Impact

OWQ/MB-6 of the Supplemental EIR.

A2-11 See master response MR-3, Responsible vs. Lead Agency &

Supplemental vs. Subsequent EIR, Subpart 4D.2, 2015 Desalination

Amendment and 2014 and 2015 ISTAP Reports.

A2-12 Quarterly (four times per year) dive trips would be conducted to inspect
the screens and to manually scrape unbrushed external screen surfaces,
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as needed, as stated in Supplemental EIR Section 5.4.2, Rotating Brush-

Cleaned, Stainless Steel Wedgewire Screens Alternative. Regular

maintenance of the rotating screens would occur as needed during these

quarterly inspections. In comparison, non-rotating screens would be

inspected and manually cleaned every other month (six times per year).

Poseidon’s technical memo submitted as part of its application for the

Lease Modification Project (Appendix II – Wedgewire Screen Intake

Maintenance Plan) describes the rotating brush-cleaned screen option,

and notes that at their best, rotating screens would be automatically

cleaned and at their worst, they would function as passive, stationary

screens.

A2-13 The analysis in Impact OWQ/MB-5, Impact to Ocean Water Quality from

Wedgewire Screen and Diffuser Operation and Maintenance, in Draft

Supplemental EIR Section 4.1.4.2, Operation Impacts, presents dilution

information derived from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency-

(EPA-) certified COSMOS/FloWorks computational fluid dynamics (CFD)

model. After publication of the Draft Supplemental EIR and at the request

of the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) during

its review of Poseidon’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

(NPDES) permit application, Poseidon updated this analysis, using the

EPA-certified mixing model, CORMIX 10.0, and a CFD model,

COSMOS/FloWorks. Section 4.1.4.2 is revised to include the results of

this new model run, which presents “worst-case” maximum discharge

conditions over an entire month. The results showed a reduction in the

distance from the point of discharge that the duckbill diffuser would dilute

the brine to within 2 ppt of natural background, citing a 2017 document

prepared by MBI, Alternative Hydrodynamic Model Analysis Alden 3-Jet

Duckbill Diffuser Retrofit at Huntington Beach Desalination Facility. Copies

of the documents cited in the Supplemental EIR are available upon

request from the Commission. The following text is from the 2017 MBI

report:

The models were initialized to resolve initial dilution and discharge plume
trajectories under standard NPDES dilution modeling protocols (as defined
in the California Ocean Plan); according to which ‘Initial Dilution will be
considered the process which results in the rapid and irreversible turbulent
mixing of wastewater with ocean water around the point of discharge’. As
such, the models did not consider any additional mixing due to the action
of ocean currents, waves, tides or wind and treated the receiving water as
a quiescent, stagnant ocean.

The dilution analysis does not consider the effect of gradual degradation

of the intake and outfall on salinity distribution, as any estimates of
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degradation rates or locations would be speculative. The conditions of the

NPDES permit imposed by the RWQCB would require operational testing

to monitor any changes to the discharge salinity.

A2-14 The Commission is the entity responsible for ensuring compliance with

each mitigation measure applicable to the Lease Modification Project, as

shown in the Mitigation Monitoring Program in Table 7-1 of the

Supplemental EIR (see column entitled Responsible Entity), which has

been revised in this Final Supplemental EIR to clarify that only the

mitigation measures and Applicant-Proposed Measures applicable to the

Lease Modification Project are included in Table 7-1. All mitigation

measures become conditions of the lease, and are monitored and

enforced by the Commission (see Sections 7.1, Monitoring Authority, and

7.2, Enforcement Authority). Mitigation monitoring will be conducted by a

Commission-contracted third-party monitor or Commission staff using

reimbursement funds provided to the Commission by the Applicant.

A2-15 The Applicant must submit to the Commission, Water Boards, and Coastal
Commission staffs for approval, and implement, a Diffuser-Operation

Marine Life Mitigation Plan specific to the Lease Modification Project that

includes minimum requirements, the details of which are specified in

Mitigation Measure (MM) OWQ/MB-7. See also Response to Comment

A2-14 regarding monitoring and enforcement. Regarding the comment

that “trading ocean life for wetlands life is not a true equivalency,”

suggesting that MM OWQ/MB-7 would not adequately mitigate impacts to

marine larvae, Supplemental EIR Section 4.1.4.2, Operational Impacts,

has been revised in this Final Supplemental EIR to clarify how the Area of

Production Foregone (APF) is used in MM OWQ/MB-7 to determine

adequate mitigation for entrainment impacts.

A2-16 The 2010 FSEIR certified by the City of Huntington Beach (City) requires

implementation of MMs CON-14 and CON-15 for Diesel Fuel Reduction

and Internal Combustion Engine Emissions Reduction from onshore

construction equipment. MMs CON-14a and CON-14b, which apply to the

offshore Lease Modification Project, include minimum requirements, the

details of which are specified in the MMs. Best available specific

emissions control approaches must be identified at the time of plan

submittal, and the specific approaches to emissions controls require

approval by the City, as the lead agency for implementation of the 2010

Project, and Commission within their respective jurisdictions.

A2-17 The commenter recommends that a detailed analysis be included for long-

distance impacts to marine mammals, as well as detailed plans and

staffing for the monitoring during pile driving activities. The Supplemental
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EIR discusses the temporary nature of the pile driving activities, and

includes implementation of APM-5, Sensitive Marine Species Monitoring

and Mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs) Implementation

Plan, which includes detailed elements and minimum requirements such

as specific requirements for marine wildlife monitors and their tasks, for

review and approval by CSLC staff in consultation with other applicable

agencies. In addition, MM OWQ/MB-3a requires that vibratory pile driving

be used to mitigate the long-distance impacts to marine mammals, and

MMs OWQ/MB-3b and OWQ/MB-3c further mitigate for potential

behavioral harassment impacts.
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II.4.3 Comment Set A3: Irvine Ranch Water District

A3-1
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-2

A3-3



Part II – Responses to Comments

October 2017 Final Supplemental EIR – PRC 1980.1 Lease Amendment
Page II-82 Poseidon Seawater Desalination at Huntington Beach Project

COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-3
cont.

A3-4

A3-5

A3-6
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-6
cont.

A3-7

A3-8
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-8
cont.

A3-9

A3-10

A3-11

A3-12
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-13
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-14

A3-15
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-15
cont.

A3-16
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-16
cont.
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-16
cont.

A3-17

A3-18
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-18
cont.

A3-19
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-19
cont.
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-20



Part II – Responses to Comments

Final Supplemental EIR – PRC 1980.1 Lease Amendment October 2017
Poseidon Seawater Desalination at Huntington Beach Project Page II-93

COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-20
cont.

A3-21
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-21
cont.

A3-22
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-22
cont.
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-22
cont.

A3-23
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-23
cont.

A3-24
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-25

A3-26

A3-27
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-27
cont.
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-27
cont.
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-27
cont.

A3-28

A3-29
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-30

A3-31
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-31
cont.

A3-32
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-32
cont.

A3-33
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-33
cont.

A3-34
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-34
cont.

A3-35



Part II – Responses to Comments

Final Supplemental EIR – PRC 1980.1 Lease Amendment October 2017
Poseidon Seawater Desalination at Huntington Beach Project Page II-107

COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-35
cont.

A3-36

A3-37
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-37
cont.

A3-38

A3-39

A3-40
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-40
cont.

A3-41
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-42
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-42
cont.

A3-43

A3-44
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-44
cont.

A3-45

A3-46

A3-47
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-47
cont.

A3-48
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COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT (cont.)

A3-48
cont.

A3-49
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT SET A3: IRVINE RANCH WATER DISTRICT

A3-1 These introductory comments do not raise significant environmental

issues. They state the concern of the Irvine Ranch Water District (District)

regarding any potential significant adverse effects from the “Desal

Project,” on the Orange County Groundwater Basin (Basin), from which

the District derives the majority of its water supply. The commenter’s

concern about impacts to the Basin will be provided to the California State

Lands Commission (Commission or CSLC) for consideration in its

decision-making process concerning Poseidon’s application to amend

lease PRC 1980.1.

The term “Desal Project” is used by the commenter “to refer generically to

the Seawater Desalination Project at Huntington Beach, and is not

intended to refer specifically to either the 2010 Desal Project or the Current

Desal Project….” The commenter later defines “Current Desal Project” as

“the 2010 Desal Project plus all modifications to that project since the 2010

FSEIR, including entirely new and different planned distribution and

delivery system project components for Project Water, new treatment

technologies related to new and different Project Water end use

specifications, and modifications to the Outfall/Intake Components under

consideration by the CSLC.” These terms contrast significantly with the

Commission’s definition of the scope of the project analyzed in this

Supplemental EIR.

The Commission stands by its determination, provided in Supplemental

EIR Section 1.4, Purpose and Scope of Supplemental EIR, that the proper

scope for the Lease Modification Project is that provided in Poseidon’s

lease amendment application and described in Supplemental EIR Section

2, Project Description, that preparation of a Supplemental EIR is

appropriate for evaluation of the potential significant impacts associated

with the Lease Modification Project, and that a new complete review of the

50 MGD HB Desalination Plant Project approved in 2010 does not

consider the extensive environmental review that has already occurred,

the Applicant’s vested rights, the characteristics of the proposed

modifications, and other considerations. See master responses MR-1,

Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary Action, MR-2, Lease

Modification Project Scope, and MR-3, Responsible vs. Lead Agency &

Supplemental vs. Subsequent EIR.

A3-2 See master response MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency &
Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR.
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A3-3 See master response MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency &
Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR.

A3-4 See master responses MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary

Action, and MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental Vs.

Subsequent EIR.

A3-5 See master response MR-4, Piecemealing.

A3-6 See master responses MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary
Action, MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope, and MR-3, Responsible

Vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR.

A3-7 See master response MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency &

Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR.

A3-8 See master response MR-8, Alternatives.

A3-9 The commenter’s statement that the Supplemental EIR is inadequate
under CEQA will be provided to the Commission for consideration in its

decision-making process concerning Poseidon’s application to amend

lease PRC 1980.1. The Project that will be considered by the Commission

is the proposed Lease Modification Project, as defined in Section 2 of this

Supplemental EIR. (See also master responses MR-1, Scope of the

Commission’s Discretionary Action, and MR-2, Lease Modification Project

Scope.)

A3-10 See master response MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope.

A3-11 See master response MR-8, Alternatives.

A3-12 See master responses MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency &

Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR, and MR-8, Alternatives.

A3-13 The commenter’s explanation of its water supply operations in its service

area will be provided to the Commission for consideration in its decision-

making process concerning Poseidon’s application to amend lease PRC

1980.1. The Project that will be considered by the Commission is the

proposed Lease Modification Project, as defined in Section 2 of this

Supplemental EIR. (See also master responses MR-1, Scope of the

Commission’s Discretionary Action, and MR-2, Lease Modification Project

Scope.)

A3-14 The summary of the project background appears consistent with that

provided in the Supplemental EIR and does not raise significant

environmental issues.
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A3-15 The commenter’s summary of the Orange County Water District’s
development of the Recharge Distribution Components for the

desalination project and the need for evaluation of the Recharge

Distribution Components will be provided to the Commission for

consideration in its decision-making process. The Project that will be

considered by the Commission is the proposed Lease Modification

Project, as defined in Section 2 of this EIR. (See also master responses

MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary Action, and MR-2, Lease

Modification Project Scope.)

A3-16 See master response MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency &

Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR regarding project need and water

supply.

A3-17 See master response MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope, and MR-4,

Piecemealing.

A3-18 See master response MR-3, Responsible vs. Lead Agency &
Supplemental vs. Subsequent EIR, Subpart 4D.2, 2015 Desalination

Amendment and 2014 and 2015 ISTAP Reports, regarding compliance

with the Desalination Amendment.

A3-19 through A3-32 See master responses MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s

Discretionary Action, MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope, MR-3,

Responsible Vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR and

MR-4, Piecemealing, including the discussion of groundwater recharge

and speculative nature of how desalinated water might be used by the

OCWD and distributed to the local water community.

A3-33 through A3-42 See master response MR-8, Alternatives.

A3-43 See master responses MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary

Action, MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope, MR-3, Responsible Vs.

Lead Agency & Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR, MR-7, Cumulative

Impacts, and MR-8, Alternatives.

A3-44 See master response MR-2, Lease Modification Project Scope, and MR-8,

Alternatives.

A3-45 through A3-47 See master response MR-8, Alternatives.

A3-48 See master responses MR-7, Cumulative Impacts, MR-1, Scope of the

Commission’s Discretionary Action, MR-2, Lease Modification Project

Scope, and MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency & Supplemental Vs.

Subsequent EIR, including the discussion of groundwater recharge and
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speculative nature of how desalinated water might be used by the OCWD

and distributed to the local water community

A3-49 See MR-1, Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary Action, MR-2, Lease

Modification Project Scope, and MR-3, Responsible Vs. Lead Agency &

Supplemental Vs. Subsequent EIR, and MR-8, Alternatives.
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II.4.4 Comment Set A4: Santa Margarita Water District

A4-1
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT SET A4: SANTA MARGARITA WATER DISTRICT

A4-1 The commenter’s support of the Project will be provided to the California

State Lands Commission (Commission or CSLC) for consideration in its

decision-making process. The Project that will be considered by the

Commission is the proposed Lease Modification Project, as defined in

Section 2 of this Supplemental EIR. (See also master responses MR-1,

Scope of the Commission’s Discretionary Action, and MR-2, Lease

Modification Project Scope.)
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II.4.5 Comment Set A5: South Coast Air Quality Management District

A5-3

A5-2

A5-1
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COMMENT SET A5: SOUTH COAST AQMD (cont.)

A5-4
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COMMENT SET A5: SOUTH COAST AQMD (cont.)

A5-6

A5-5
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT SET A5: SOUTH COAST AQMD

A5-1 The comment reviews the construction-related impacts and mitigation

measures identified in the Supplemental EIR. These are introductory

statements that do not raise significant environmental issues.

A5-2 The comment notes that the 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP)

was adopted in March 2017. Supplemental EIR Section 4.3.2, Air Quality,

Regulatory Setting, is revised to reflect this update. Reducing significant

impacts associated with NOx emissions generated by the Lease

Modification Project (as defined in MR-2, Lease Modification Project

Scope) would be achieved through implementation of the identified air

quality mitigation measures identified in the Supplemental EIR.

A5-3 The comment recommends changes to two mitigation measures adopted

for the 2010 Project. The measures—2010 MM CON-11 and 2010 MM

CON-14—apply to onshore construction and operation activities, outside

the Commission’s jurisdiction. The Supplemental EIR is revised to

incorporate the commenter’s recommendations into the Air Quality

mitigation measures for the Lease Modification Project (MM CON-14a and

MM CON-14b).

A5-4 The comment requests written responses to these comments. As CEQA

requires, these responses are an important component of this Final

Supplemental EIR. Updated versions of the feasible mitigation MM CON-

14a and MM CON-14b appear in this Final Supplemental EIR.

A5-5 See Response to Comment A5-3.

A5-6 See Response to Comment A5-3.


